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REMARKS 

Claims 10 and 12-19 are pending in the instant application. 

Claims 10, 12-15 and 17-19 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Connor (U.S. Patent No. 6,868,466) in view of Connor613 (U.S. Patent No. 6,993,613). 
Claim 16 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Connor in view of 
Connor316, and fUrther in view of Killian (U.S. Patent No. 6,473,426). 

For an obviousness rejection to be proper, the Examiner must meet the burden of 
establishing a prima facie case of obviousness. In re Fine, 5 U.S.P.Q.2d 1596, 1598 (Fed. Cir. 
1988). The Examiner must meet the burden of estabUshing that all elements of the invention are 
taught or suggested in the prior art. MPEP §2143.03. 

Independent claims 10 and 19 recite, inter alia, exiting the interrupt mode when: there are 
no more packets in said receive buffer and at least one of said state variable is equal to a selected 
value and a selected interval has transpired since said interrupt was generated. To meet this 
limitation, a prior art reference or combination must teach exiting an interrupt mode when items 1 
and 2 below are both satisfied: 

1) there are no more packets in the receive buffer; and 

2) one of a) the state variable is equal to a selected value or b) a selected interval has 
transpired since said interrupt was generated. 

Here, the Examiner has, quite simply, failed to show that the combination of Conner and 
Connor 613 teaches a combination that includes exiting an interrupt mode when both 1) and 2) 
are satisfied. As such, the Examiner has failed to establish a prima facia case of obviousness. 

The Examiner does point out that Connor613 allegedly teaches "exiting the interrupt 
mode when: there are no more packets in said receive buffer" (Final Office Action at paragraph 
10). The Examiner, however, nowhere addresses either requirement a) or b) of item 2 above. 
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Without showing where in the cited references either a) or b) is taught, the rejection of claims 10 
and 19 cannot meet the requirements of MPEP §2143.03. That is, a prima facie case of 
obviousness has not been established. As such, the rejection of claims 10 and 19, and all claims 
that depend from them, is improper and must be withdrawn. 

In response to the Office Action mailed March 29, 2009, appHcants made the above 
distinction clear (see last paragraph on page 5 that continues to page 6). The Examiner, however, 
simply stated that those arguments were simply a general allegation that did not point out how the 
claims patentably distinguished over the references (Final OflBce Action at paragraph 22). This 
statement flatly ignored what Applicants have again pointed out herein. More precisely, this 
statement ignores the feet that Applicants pointed out in their last response that the prior art does 
not teach or suggest exiting an interrupt mode when both 

1) there are no more packets in the receive buffer; and 

2) one of: a) the state variable is equal to a selected value or b) a selected interval has 
transpired since said interrupt was generated 

are satisfied. 
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Conclusion 



In view of the foregoing, it is respectfiilly requested that the outstanding rejections be withdrawn 
and that a Notice of Allowance be issued. If the Examiner believes that a telephone conference 
with the undersigned would be advantageous to the disposition of this case, the Examiner is 
cordially requested to telephone the undersigned. 

In the event the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks deems additional fees to be due 
in connection with this application, Assignee's attorney hereby authorizes that such fee be charged 
to Deposit Account No. 09-0447. 

If any extensions of time are required under 37 C.F.R. § 1 . 136, Assignee hereby petitions 
for such extensions of time and authorize any extension fees to be charged to Deposit Account 
No. 09-0447. 



Respectfully submitted, 
CANTOR COLBURN LLP 



Assignee's Attomeys 



By: /M. Brad Lawrence / 
M. Brad Lawrence 
Registration No. 47,210 
Customer No. 59401 



Date: 
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April 7, 2011 

20 Church Street, 22nd Floor 
Hartford, CT 06103-3207 
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Fax: 



(860) 286-2929 
(860)286-0115 
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